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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Figueroa Streetscape Project

ENV 2012-1470-EIR
State Clearinghouse No. 2fJ12()61092

Project Address: The Figueroa Streetscape Project is located within the public right-of-way through Downtown
and South Los Angeles. It specifically includes S. Figueroa Street (from 7t11 Street to Martin Luther King Jr.
Boulevard); 111h Street (from Broadway to Figueroa Street); Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard (from Figueroa
Street to Bill Robertson Lane); and Bill Robertson Lane (from Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard to Exposition
Boulevard).

Project Description: The Figueroa Streetscape Project (Proposed Project) consists of 4.5 miles of new bicycle
facilities and streetscape improvements. 'The new bicycle facilities consists of three miles of a combination of new
buffered bicycle lanes and cycle tracks along S. Figueroa Street, from 7th Street to l'lbrlin Luther King Jr.
Boulevard: a one-way westbound buffered bicycle lane along six blocks of l lth Street, fl';}m Broadway to
Figueroa Street; and new buffered bicycle lanes' along Bill Robertson Lane between Martin Luther King Jr.
Boulevard and Exposition Boulevard. The streetscapeimprovements include pedestrian scale street lighting,
new street trees and planting areas, repaired and enhanced sidewalk paving at transit stops, enhanced
crosswalk treatments, transit furniture, and public art.

LEAD AGENCY:
City of Los Angeles

Department of Transportation

PREPAlREDBY:
City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning

August 2013
Exhibit #5
Final EIR cover page
8/13



Total Minutes: 19.3 13.8 33.1

Daily Time Delays
(EIR page 4-7)

AM Delays PM Delays Daily Total

Total Seconds: 1158 828 1986

Total Minutes lost Total Hours lost
Morning Traffic Count:

Olympic Blvd.: 26,570 512,801 8,546

Washington Blvd.: 41,777 806,296 13,438

Afternoon Traffic Count:
Total Minutes lost Total Hours lost

Olympic Blvd.: 26,570 366,666 6,111

Washington Blvd.: 41,777 576,522 9,608

Total Hours Lost Per Day

Morning Hours lost: 8,546 13,438

Afternoon Hours Lost: 6,111 9,608

Total Hours Lost: 14,657 23,046

Exhibit#17
Daily Time Delays
8/13
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OP-ED

From Santa Monica, the lament of an 'urban
villager'
My city may be an urban planner's dream. But for the rest of us, it's become a nightmare.

Comments 55
Email Share 149 Tweet 16

Bicycle riders make their way along a completed portion of the new green bike lane on Ocean
Park Boulevard near 4th Street in Santa Monica. The green stripe, when completed, will run from
Lincoln Boulevard to Nielson Way. (Mel Melcon / Los Angeles Times / January 11,2013)

By Bruce R. Feldman
January 26, 2014

Full coverage: Sharing the road
in L.A.

I've read recently with a sense of deja vu - and dread -
about the efforts of Los Angeles and Pasadena to build denser
housing in downtown areas and make their streets more
friendly to pedestrians and bicyclists.

Santa Monica, where I live, was an early adopter of this
"urban village" concept. The result? My beachside
community's downtown core works fine for those who can
afford to live there. They can walk from their $4,000-a-
month studio apartments in the hip center of town to their
choice of half a dozen coffee joints, and they can pick up the
latest fashions on the way so they'll look good when they get
there.

Sharing the Road: Can L.A. be a
cyclist's town?

.it Connect I1I:;J ~ ~ ~
Recommended on Facebook

I :;i{ln Up I Create an account or
Log In to see what your

friends recommend.

11Grammys 2014: Pop &: Hiss
picks its winners
One person recommends this.

advertisement

Grarnmys 2014: Pop &
Hiss picks its winners

Gunman in Maryland
mall shooting is
identified; motive
unknown

Investigation into Santa
Ana beating death hits a
wall of silence

Exhi bit #21 For L.A., list,is a first
step toward Improved ;

qUUfj~~d Los Angeles Times
1/26/14



But fo.: ", majority of Santa Monica's 92,000 residents-
those of us who cannot ride bicycles and live too far to walk to
this downtown paradise - life has deteriorated.

READ MORE: Sharing the road in L.A.

It all sounded great when the city planners, whose salaries we
pay, started talking about it. The plan was to add residents to
the city core and then make the streets safer and more
appealing for cyclists, so people would leave their cars
behind. There would be bike lanes and bike centers with
storage and showers to make biking to work possible. Who
could oppose that?

Should cyclists be exempt from
stop signs?

Since then, even though most of the new residents drive just
as the old ones did, a number of streets have been reduced
from two lanes in each direction to one to accommodate bike
lanes. Traffic lanes on other streets have also been narrowed
to make room for the bicycles. And city streets are festooned
with "sharrows" - hieroglyphic-like drawings on the asphalt
that are supposed to encourage drivers to be polite to cyclists
(though, from observation, the cyclists don't feel bound to
show the same courtesy),

Congestion has been growing in Santa Monica for years, but
today it can take 30 minutes or more on any of the major
east-west routes to drive the few miles from the ocean to our

eastern boundary with West Los Angeles. It's the same at 11 a.m, or 9 p.m. most days. North-south
streets such as Lincoln, Fourth and Main can be even more nightmarish.

Michelle Mowery, L.A.'s bike czar,
talks to drivers too

Killed or injured cyclists had it
coming? Get a grip, motorists.

If you work or have appointments outside the city, or even if you just want to leave the beach to
attend a play or concert in downtown Los Angeles, you have to brace yourself for a tortuous
commute, often starting at your driveway. You might spend two hours in the car to drive the 18 miles
to Disney Hall, more time than the concert itself will take. To meet friends for dinner in Beverly Hills,
a mere eight miles away, you have to plan on an hour to be sure you're not late.

Constructing more hotels and high-rise multi-use buildings, and eliminating lanes for cars in favor of
pedestrians and bikes, sounds great in theory. Who wouldn't want to live in an urban village? But a
lot of Santa Monica residents don't take advantage of the movie theaters, restaurants and shops that
were supposed to make our downtown attractive. Getting to them is just too difficult. Instead, we're
sheltering in place, experimenting with dinners with friends by Skype and tearing our hair out at the
thought of having to drive more than a mile or two from home.

Of course, sometimes we're forced to drive - say when we need to buy food from a nearby grocery
store ..Then we have to run a gantlet of empowered cyclists, who dart in and out of traffic at will,
position themselves in the middle of the street going 6 miles per hour (because they cant), ride
against the direction of traffic or on sidewalls (which is prohibited in Santa Monica), and slide in
between two stopped cars at lights to assert their position. They nonchalantly Now through stop
signs.

Bicycle riders feel entitled in Santa Monica, and for good reason. We've bent over backward to let
them kick us in the rear end. The bulk of Santa Monicans have been forced to take a back seat to a
few thousand smug urbanites and cyclists. They've won the war and are taking no prisoners

Is this what you want in Pasadena and in downtown Los Angeles? Just make sure you know what
you're getting into. If you build it, they will come. Pasadenans may soon find themselves heading to
Sierra Madre to do their errands. And those who work downtown should brace themselves for
significantly longer commutes.

Go ahead with your plans, if you want, but here's some advice from someone who's already living in
an urban village: The next time you get in the car to go the doctor, take your kids to school or call on
a client, make sure you pack a sandwich, a toothbrush and a change of underwear.

Bruce R. Feldman is a 29-year resident oj Santa Monica.

Copyright © 20l4, Los Angeles Times
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EXHIBIT LIST

Figueroa Streetscape Project Appeal

Final Environmental Impact Report
ENV 2012-1470-EIR

Exhibit #1 SHOWS ORIGINAL PROJECT INTENT/PURPOSE
-Thls is the historic start of the project and the original intent of the

Figueroa Corridor and the eRA.
-Nots the purpose and scope of the project.
-Note the very limited emphasis on bikes and bike lanes.
-Note the used of the word 'Couplet" with alternative

streets to be considered.
Initial Figueroa Project
12115/06

Exhibit #2 SHOWS ORIGINAL PROJECT INTENT/PURPOSE
CRA Project Memo
11/3/11

Exhibit #3 SHOWS PROJECT REDIRECTION NEW PURPOSE
-Thess (along with Exhibits #4 & 5) are the documents that show

the conversion of the original intent into a bike project.
-Note the complete focus on bikes, bike issue & bike lanes.
-Look at how the original purpose of the project is almost

completely ignored.
City Planning Report
8/19/13

Exhibit #4 SHOWS PROJECT REDIRECTION NEW PURPOSE
General Manager's Determination
8/27/13

Exhibit #5 SHOWS PROJECT REDIRECTION NEW PURPOSE
Final EIR cover page
8/13



Exhibit #6 DOT TRAFFIC COUNT AT EACH INTERSECTION
DOT Auto Traffic Counts
Last DOT posting

Exhibit #7 CURRENT CITY WIDE BIKE USAGE
DOT Bike Counts
Last DOT posting

Exhibit #8 ECONOMIC CONSIDERATIONS SHOULD MATTER
Shammas Auto Fact Sheet

Exhibit #9 DOT HAS PLENTY OF TIME TO DO IT RIGHT~~--LEGALl Y
AB92
6/12113

Exhibit #10 LOCAL COUNCllMEMBER REQUEST FOR
RECONSIDERATION. THIS IS WHAT WE WANT.

Council Motion by Councilmember Curren Price
8/28/13

Exhibit #13 BIKE LANES ARE LIMITED TO "STRIPPING" NOT ANY
OTHER KIND OF CONSTRUCTION.
Look at Master Comment #3, 4 & 6: There is confusion
as to the meaning and application of AB 2245

Exhibit #11 OTHER VIEW ON BIKE USAGE/FUNCTIONALITY
Op-Ed Daily News
7/13/13

Exhibit #12 OTHER VIEW ON BIKE USAGE/FUNCTIONALITY
Op-Ed Wall Street Journal
11/8/13

AB 2245
9/28/12



Exhibit #14 MTA AGREEING THAT THE EIR DID NOT CONSIDER
Al TERNA lIVES

MTA Comment letter to EIR
3/4/13

Exhibit #15 CAL TRANS AGREEING THAT THE EIR DID NOT
CONSIDER ALTERNATIVES

Cal Trans Comment letter to EIR
2/14/13

Exhibit #16 TIME DELAYS-ENVIRONMENTAL DAMAGE
Final EIR page 4-7
8/13

Exhibit #17 TIME DElAYSAENVIRONMENTAl DAMAGE
Daily Time Delays
8/13

Exhibit #18 (A) PROVES REASONABLE ALTERNATIVE
Grand Ave. at 9th Street
1/21/14

Exhibit #18 (8) PROVES REASONABLE ALTERNATIVE
Grand Ave. at 12th Street
1/21/14

Exhibit #18 (C) PROVES REASONABLE ALTERNATiVE
Grand Ave. at so" Street
1/21/14

Exhibit #18 (D) PROVES REASONABLE ALTERNATIVE
Grand Ave. South of
Washington
1/21/14



Exhibit #20 (A) PROVES REASONABLE ALTERNATIVE
Olive Street at Washington
1/23/14

Exhibit #19 PROVES REASONABLE ALTERNATIVE
Hill Street. South of Olive
and Washington
1/23/14

Exhibit #20 (8) PROVES REASONABLE ALTERNATIVE
Olive Street at 8th
1/23/14

Exhibit #21 OTHER VIEW ON BIKE USAGE/FUNCTIONALITY
Op-Ed Los Angeles Times
1/26/14
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The Figueroa Street Corridor is the Center of Centers in Southern
California. Or more accurately perhaps, it is the north-south main
street of Downtown Los Angeles. Its location traversing the intersec-
tion of the Santa Monica and Harbor Freeways puts it at the nexus
of one of the highest volume intersections in the world. with almost
half a million vehicles crossing through here every day. Historically,
the thirty-mile long Figueroa Street functioned as one of the most
Significant automobile market districts, and it still does, stretching as
it does from Dodger Stadium to Long Beach. The Figueroa Corridor,
under study in this document, has evolved to include three miles of
Figueroa Street, reaching from downtown's Financial District at the
north to Exposition Park and the University of Southern California
at the south, connecting two of the largest and most significant em-
ployment centers in Southern California. During the 1970's and 80's
the northern portion of the corridor became the main street for the
downtown financial district, with the development of numerous high
rises. Today, the Figueroa Corridor continues to support the natural
expansion of the urban fabric arou nd it. Significant new housing de-
velopment is beginning to occur in the South Park District adjacent
to the centra! portion of the study area. The Los Angeles Convention
Center a nd the Staples Arena are also located at the heart of the
Corridor. As the center of access for the region. It is also the center
of density and activity.

Improvements to the Corridor wllf provide greater public access to
these and other community assets, including some of the most im-
portant Institutions in Southern California: The Coliseum and Expo-
sItion park and its collection of State Museums, The California Mu-
seum of Science and Industry, The California Aerospace Museum.
The African American Museum. and the California Natural History
Museum; The Shrine Audltoriurn; The Los Angeles Civic Center Dis-
trict including the Los Angeles Music Center, Disney Hall, the Muse-
um of Contemporary Art, the Colburn School of the PerformIng Arts;
and finally, at the very northern end of the street. Dodger Stadium

With the Staples Arena, the Los Angeles Convention Center, and LA
Live all located along the Fig ueroa Corridor, it is of the most signifi-
cant visitor districts in Southern California. Improvements to the Cor-
ridor will provide a visible infrastructure to identify and support these
fu notions. The proposed Figueroa Corridor design seeks to create
an lmageable street that represents Los Angeles to itself. its visitors,
and to the world via the media. It will be seen as the quintessential
Los Angeles·boulevard.

The further development of the Figueroa CorrIdor will be a model
example of Transit-Oriented Development, with the intensification
of land use growing In conjunction with the growth of transit and ac-
cessibility. The corridor is currently served by numerous bus lines as
well as the Blue Line surface transit line. The forthcoming Exposition
Une light rail expansion will further connect this area to transit, and
provide a parallel surface transit option for much of the corridor. The
creation of a stronger, more pedestrian friendly streetscape will help
support the continued and enhanced mixed-use development along
the Corridor and additional development of new housing along and
adjacent to it The proposed creation of a unique surface bus. visu-
ally recognized as distinct to the Figueroa Corridor. wlU help promote
easy tourist and local movement up and down the boulevard.

In addition to transit and continued development. an upgraded
streatscape will also provide an improved infra structural armature
for expansion of the local community Including housing and com-
mercial uses, as well as visitor-serving uses.

The development of the Figueroa Street Corridor will further support
previous public and private investments in this area: The Convention
Center. Staples, the private investment in new automobile dealer-
ships, as well as the continued development of USC.



LA LIVE

GOAlS
Connect Downtown to Expo Park Community

Make Figueroa an inviting pedestrian and transit corridor for
the region
Support public and private Investment in the area by improv-
Ing the public realm
Increase access to the Corridor for pedestrians
Encourage Downtown development to grow south
Connect two of the largest employment centers In Southern
California
Serve the Visitor base of over 25 mlllion Visitors per year
Expand the opportunities for new residential development

Create more housing opportu nlties
Creates the potential for over 8,000 residential units in
connection with employment centers and transit
Increase Density from cornmorclal j.5 to 1 to mixed use, 4.5
to 1
Increase existing height limits In zone that will not
Significantly impact existing housing
Provides transit amenities to connect easily to the existing
employment centers
Provides more and better public open space In conjunction
with new housing

Create new Pubtlc Open Space and make more public space
for people and plantin 9

Bridgeovarthe 110 to make a new 10 acre district public
open space
Define and plant new open spaces at the 110 crossings
Widen sidewalks where possible
Require new private set-backs on new development along
Figueroa
Create a special paving and planting unique to Figueroa
Corridor

Relieve regional traffic congestion
Reduces growth In commuters by Incneaslng work force and
transit related housinq adjacent Los Angeles' employment
centers
Enhance existing HOV travel along Figueroa
Enhance existing HOV connectivity from the 110 freeway
Increase capacity of existing streets through new synchroni
«atlon system

Increase local mobility and availability of different modes of
transportation

Create a new unique bus for Fig, user friendly. Identifiable,
and viSible
Use a more energy efficient technology
Make It work for visitors and locals alike
Enhance and clearly mark the stops
Make space for bikes
Encourage rider ship by making it easier and more safe
Create a dedicated bike lane couplet with Fig and Flower
Provide points for bike parking

Increase transit utilization
Green the streetscape to make it a better pedestrian
environment
Create planted medians with trees and shrubs
Plant new street trees to create visual rella! and continuity
Create monumental tree plantings at major intersections
Connect Figueroa and Flower all along the corridor with en
hanced pedestrian «one
Light up the sidewalkS for people to make the streets feel
safe for pedestrians

Make a more sustainable LA
Enhance and connect to transit
Increase pedestrian traffic, decrease car traffic
Increases sustainable Infill development at the center instead
of sprawl
Increase permeability
Add sustainable planting

rnmuiniti.es
RrosfiEMEN'flilAtE'STUOfOS
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Honorable Council of the City of Los Angeles
John Ferraro Council Chamber
200 N. Spring Street
Room 340, City Hall
Los Angeles, CA. 90012

Attention: Sharon Gin, Office of the City Clerl(

COUNCIL TRANSMITTAL:
Transmitted herewith, is a Board Memorandum adopted by the Agency Board on November 3,
201'1 City Council review and approval in accordance with the "Community Redevelopment
Agency Oversight Ordinance" entitled:

VARIOUS ACTIONS RELATED TO:
TROLLER MAYER ASSOCIATES FIGUEROA CORRIDOR CONTHACl" AMENDMENT.
AMEND CONTRACT WITH TROLLER MAYER ASSOCIATES TO INCREASE THE AMOUNT
BY $1'10,595 FOR ADDITIONAL DESIGN, TRAFFIC MODELING, ENVIRONMENTAL
DOCUMENT REVIEW AND COMMUNITY OUTREACH MEETINGS FOR A TOTAL
CONTRACT AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $3,650,979 AS PART OF THE PROPOSITION 'I C
AWARD FOR THE FIGUEROA CORRIDOH.

RECOMnoEN~f\Ti9N
That City Council approves recommendations on the attached Board Mernorandun1.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
The planning. landscape design and engineering work as a result of the recommended
contract amendment, is statutorily exempt from provisions of the California Environmental
Quality Act ("CEQA") pursuant to Section 15262 (Feasibility and Planning Studies) of the
eRA/LA CEQA Guidelines.

fiSCAL IIVIP~CT~Tt\TE!VI~T
There is no fiscal impact to the City's General Fund, as a result of this action.

Exhibit #2
eRA Project Memo
11/3/11
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bee: Ras Mallari
Nenita Tan, Office of the City Controller
Records (2 copies)
Tim Chung, City Attorney office
Jenny Scanlin
Alex Paxton
Nick Saponara



THE COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA

4MEMORANDUM

DATE: CT3200
100255

TO:

NOVEMBER 3, 2011

eRA/LA BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

CHRISTINE ESSEL, CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

JENNY SCANLIN, ACTING REGIONAL ADMINISTRATOR II
ALEX PAXTON, PROJECT MANAGER
NICK SAPONARA, ASSISTANT PROJECT MANAGER

FROM:

STAFF:

SUBJECT~ Troller Mayer Associates Figueroa Corridor Contract Amendment. Amend
contract with Troller Mayer Associates to increase the amount by $110,595 for
additional design, traffic modeling, environmental document review and
community outreach meetings for a total contract amount not to exceed
$3,650,979 as part ofthe Proposition 1C award for the Figueroa Corridor.
City Center Redevelopment Project Area
DOWNTOWN REGION (CD 9)

RECOMMENDATION(S)

The eRA/LA acknowledges and understands that the Supreme Court in the case entitled
California Redevelopment Association v. Matosantos stayed certain portions of Assembly Bill
x1 ~26 and Assembly Bill x1-27. Given the Court's .stay and the uncertain status of such
legislation, although the eRA/LA is, and the City Council may be, approving certain actions as
described herein, to the extent that such actions are stayed then the CRNLA shall not execute
agreements or take such actions, notWithstanding their approval hereof, until the Supreme Court
has decided the case on the merits or the action is no longer stayed,

That the CRA/LA Board of Cornmissloners subject to City Council review and approval:

1. Amend the contract with Troller Mayer Associates, Jnc. to increase the budget for
design, traffic modeling, and community outreach meetings for the Figueroa and 111h
Street component of the Figueroa Corridor project in an amount of $110,595 of
Proposition 1C funds in budget line item Public Improvements, for a total contract
amount not to exceed $3,650,979.

That the CRNlA Board of Commissioners:

2. Request that the City Council acknowledge and approve eRA/LA's implementation of
this project under the Cooperation Agreement for Payment of Costs Associated with
Certain CRNLA Funded Capital Improvements, Public Improvements, and Affordable
Housing Projects, dated as of March 10, 2011 between the CRA/LA and the City of Los
Angeles.
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SUMMARY

In 2008, CRA/LA was awarded a $30 million Proposition 1C grant for the Figueroa Corridor
Project ("Project"). This project is comprised of a number of sub ..projects which includes the
Friends of EXPO Center Soccer Fields, reinventing the Gilbert Lindsay Plaza at the Los Angeles
Convention Center, Venice-Hope Recreation Center and the streetscape improvements along
Figueroa Street, 11th Street and portions of Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard.

The CRNLA Board, in April 2010, approved a contract with Troller Mayer Associates, Inc.
("Troller Mayer") to provide planning, design, engineering, bidding assistance and public
outreach services in an amount not to exceed $2,900,384, for the Figueroa and 11th Street
Streetscape ("Figueroa and 11th Project") component of the overall Figueroa Corridor Project.
The Troller Mayer contract was subsequently amended on June 27, 2011 to add planning,
design, and engineering work for Bill Robertson Lane and Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard
rRobertson and King Project") for an amount not to exceed $640,000 which will be funded with
a Metro Call for Projects award.

Due to the complexity of this Project, finalizing a preferred alternative for the Project design has
required many more design iterations than anticipated in the original contract As such, staff is
recommending the budget for additional planning, design, engineering, and community outreach
services be increased by an amount not to exceed $110,595 to continue working with various
stakeholders to finalize the preferred alternative design for the Figueroa and 11th Project.

PREVIOUS ACTIONS

March 3, 2011 and March 22, 2011- CRAJLA authorization to increase contract with Troller
Mayer in an amount not to exceed $640,000 for streetscape design and engineering work at Bill
Robertson Lane and Martin Luther King, Jr., Boulevard as part of the Figueroa Corridor Project
in the South Los Angeles Region, and City Council approval of the CRNLA action, respectively
(CF 11~0374).

April 1, 2010 and May 5, 2010 - eRA/LA authorization to execute contract with Troller Mayer
Associates for an amount not to exceed $2,900,384 for the streetscape design for linking South
Los Angeles to Downtown: Figueroa Corridor and City Council approval of the CRNLA action,
respectively (CF 08-3193-S1)

DISCUSSION & BACKGROUND

In April 2008, the eRA/LA Board of Commissioners approved submittal of a grant application for
$30 million under Proposition 1C for the Figueroa Corridor Project ("Project"). On July 16, 2008,
the State Department of Housing and Community Development announced the grant award to
CRA/LA, in partnership with the South Park Business and Community Benefit District and the
Figueroa Partnership. The award included funds for the Friends of EXPO Center soccer fields,
reinventing the Gilbert Lindsay Plaza at the Los Angeles Convention Center, Venice-Hope
Recreation Center and Streetscape improvements along Figueroa Street, 11th Street, and
portions of Martin Luther King" Jr. Boulevard.

The Project stretches Um~eand a half miles through Downtown Los Angeles into South Los
Angeles, embracing landmarks, community and educational facilities, new developments,



TROLLER MAYER CONTRACT AMENDMENT PAGE 3

historic districts and neighborhoods. It covers territory in three redevelopment project areas and
involves a number of different communities, each with unique needs and characteristics. This
includes a broad array of institutional, private, and governmental entities.

Specifically, the Figueroa and 11th Project provides construction of streetscape improvements
along Figueroa Street between ih Street on the north and 41 at Street on the south and 11 th

Street between Figueroa Street on the west and Broadway on the east. It is anticipated that the
streetscape improvements will include patterned sidewalk paving, planting of street trees and
parkway landscaping, pedestrian lights, distinctive crosswalk patterning, street furniture,
landscaped medians and protected bicycle lanes. It is envisioned that the Figueroa Corridor wlll
be the unifying element that links South Los Angeles to Downtown.

In the last 12 months, significant projects were announced which are all impacted by the
Figueroa Corridor Project This includes Farmer's Field, Pico Hall at the Los Angeles
Convention Center.. and the Exposition Park Master Plan. These developments necessitated
significantly more design Iterations and stakeholder meetings to ensure the Figueroa Corridor
Project properly takes into consideration potential changes that may impact the final preferred
alternative. Consequently, it is necessary to increase the Troller Mayer Contract to determine
the final preferred alternative in coordination with the various stakeholder groups. Resources
for this work are included with the eRA/LA's Proposition 1C award.

The consultant team is required to comply with the eRA/LA's Equal Opportunity and Affirmative
Outreach Program, Living Wage, Worker Retention, Equal Benefits and Contractor
Responsibility policies. The team will also comply with the State of California Prop 1C grant
requirements as applicable.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

The contract increase in the amount of $110,595 will be funded with Proposition 1C Infill
Infrastructure Grant Funds. No CRA/LA funds are required.

PROGRAM AND BUDGET IMPACT

This action is consistent with the adopted FY12 Budget and Work Program.

There is no impact on the City's General Fund as a result of this action.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The planning, landscape design and engineering work as a result of the recommended contract
amendment, is statutorily exempt from provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act
("CEQA") pursuant to Section 15262 (Feasibility and Planning Studies) of the eRA/LA CEQA
Guidellnes.
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Christine Essel
Chief Executive Officer

BY~I

Dalila Sotelo
Deputy Chief Executive Officer

There is no conflict of interest known to me which exists with regard to any CRNLA officer or
employee concerntng this action.

ATTACHMENTS
, "

Attachment A Location/Site Map
Attachment B. Qualified lnfill Area Map
Attachment c. Project Summary Sheet
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ATTACHMENT B

-:.'~

11TH STREUSCAPE ---------~---,

GIL LINDSAY PlAZA --~-----,,"

VENICE I HOPE RECH£ATION ct:NTER ~-----,

WASHINGTON 60UlEVARD STflEETSCAPE

CAP PARK -~~~. '-"~---··PRbJECT M-b 1340 S.
FIGUEROA

FIGUEROA SlREETSCAPE -~-----:~';"-"'-'-i. J
.' .

: ..~.
,.:

PROJECT M-3: 2700 S FlGUEROA

PROJECT M-5: 511 W 31st ST

I v.-'-'~.:.....~ PROJECT M-4, 3025 S FLGUEROA

:-,j~fh-,-----~PROJWT M-2: ICON PLAZA

IIAP':--'-"'--,.,- PROJECT A-4. CHELSE'f COURT

PROJECT A-3, STOVALL vilLA
'~"--~'-"--- PROJECT M-6, STOVALL TERRACE

~ AREAS COVERFD BVTH E LASED S'ffiEETSCAPE PLAN

~ CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SITES

II MARKET -RATE HOUSING SITES

IS AFFORDAOt~ !lOUSING SITES

III AffORDABLE HOUSING SITES - Q.I.P.

STREETSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS· INCLUDED BLOCKS
STREETSCAPE IMPROVEMENlS - BLOCKS ALREADY UNDER DEVELOPMENT
PROJECT BOUNDARY

U/4mt>
330' lJ2<J

t"""'...... ELL *1
If 661.>

(Ll8mU
5280"
Ilmll

--------------.---~~--.
LINKING SOUTH LA TO DOWNTOWN: FIGUEROA CORRIDOR
FIGURE lOP, QIA AREA WITH PIP PROJECTS AND QUALIFIED AfFORDABLE AND MARKET RATE HOUSING [JULY 2009l



BUILDING COMMUNlTlES

Perrnsmml Jobs (est.): 1Il)

Total O"~~{)Pr'll""t Coste (Tile): $100
mUli<;>n

$16 million
16%

CRNlA Inv~~tmgnl:
CRMA loveslm~Bt% Qf TOC:

Tolal HouslllO Units:

T<;>1<I1 Afflmlilblo HvuMng Units;
HCD Very Low Income Units:

HCD low Income Units:

HCD Moll<>raleIncome Unlls:

Undetermined Affordable Unlls:

300

300
o
o
!J

30Q

Tobl [)evelopmQlltCoBI Per Unn:

CRAIlA IlIVestmem Per R~$lricted
Unit

$3~3.333

$60,000

Project 10: 1002%
Objectiv" CmIR(ol: CT3200

ATTACHMENT C

PROJECT SUMMARY REPORT

CITY CENrE~. . ,- .~' , . . '. . - - - . ;

FIGUEROA CORRIDOR PROP 1C GRANT

Board Item Number: Sustainable Elements
Board Data: 11/3/201 'I • PllPllc Open Space

Projl}ct Lllcatio n
Boundaries are generallV Wilshire Blvd {N),
Ilmedway and 110 Freeway (El, MLK Jr Blvd
[S), 110 Frt>eway and Vermont AVe (IN),

Proposed eRA/LA Action
Troller Mayer As.ooietes Figueroa Corridor
Oonlraot Amendment

Addltionallnforll'latiol1
NIl\.

Elected Officials
• Council District 1, Ed P. Reyes

Council District 10, Harb J, Wesson .lr,
Council District 14, Jow Huizar

• Coul'lcil Distr«:t I), Bernard C, Park~
~ Council District 9, Jan pellY

County Supervisor ~istrict 1, Gloria Molina
• COlinI\' Supervisor District 2, Marl<. Rldley-

Thomas
• State Senate Dlslrict 22, Kevin De Leon
• Slate Senate DIstrict ~6, Curren D. Price Jr;
• Congress Di$trlct sa, Karen Bass
• Congress Distriot 34, Lucille Roybal-Allard
• Congress Distrlcl31, Xavier Becerra
• Assembly District 46, Joh n A. Perez
• Assembly District 48, Mike Davis

Projet,;t Description
!-Iouslog required for $$0 million grant for
etreetscape improvements to Figueroa, 11th,
Washington, and Martin Luther King, Jr, Blvd,
lncludes redesign and reccnstruclicn of Gilbert
Lindsav Par~, EJI'po$ltlonPark Sports Field, and
itO Freewav Cap Park leasibility study,

Project Ty pa
Public Improvement
Cons/ruc/lon Calegary; New Con$l(uction

Project Features:
• Parks I open space
• Streelscape Improvement

Dev&loper Ipartlclpant(liIl

eRA/LA Project Staff
• Jenny Scanlin, Regional Administrator

JemlY Scanlin, Regional Administrator I
• Nick S!'ponara, Assistant Project Manager
~ Atex Paxton, Project Manage(
• Karen Yamamoto, sr Planner

Project Adj1/ltle$
Completed AClivi/jes:

~ Board Action, 04lH 1011
• City Council Action, 04/30108
• Board AuthO(I.<:atlon to Execute Agreement,

11120/05
e Board Action, 04/01 (10
• Gil)' Coun<:il Action, 0510511 {I
• Execute Agreement, 06/27110
• Outreach Process Begins, 06/29110
• Outreach Meeting, 06/29110
• Preparation or Documents, 06/30/10
• Execute Agreement, 07101/10
• Outreach Meeting, 08124110
• De5ign Drawings Review, 12114/10
• Outreach Mee~ng, 02102111
e Board Report, 02/17/11

Scheduled Activities:
• Conceptual Design Drawings finaUzed,

12131/11

Agreement Type\s)
• Granl Agreemenf

Terms of eRA/LA Investment:

Community Benefits.
• Area Beautification
e Creates new grre~ & open space, fnoludlng

active recreation facilities.
• Elirnlnallon of Blight
• Enhance Bike-abillty
e Enhance Livability

Enhance Publlc Safety
"nhancs WalkabUity

• Enh;>nced Pedeslrian Environment
Facilitates the development of oew lofill
housing (affordable and market-rate),

• Improve Image of Area
Improved Infrastructure

e Improlie. cormecfions betweoo Downtown,
USC, and South LA

Strategic Plall Goals Met
• 1.1.1 - Create 40,000 construction cereer-palh

jobs,

eRA/LA Policies Applied

CI'!AJLA policies Not Applied

Oata Last Updaled: t 011312011
Repo,lGeneraled: 10{t3/Z011
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DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING

RECOMMENDATION REPORT

Department of Transportation

Public Hearing: Public Hearing held
February 14, 2013

Reference
Council File
Nos.:
CEQANo.:
Council No.:

Plan Area:

08-3193-S 1,
10-2385-S1,
10-2385-S2
ENV-2012-1470-EIR
1-Cedillo, 9-Price,
14-Huizar
Central City, South
Los Angeles,
Southeast Los
Angeles

Date: August 19, 2013

PROJECT LOCATION
The project area is located in portions of the Central City, South Los Angeles, and
Southeast Los Angeles Community Plans. The project is located in the public rights-of-
way along the sidewalk and roadway segments identified in the project description
below.

PROPOSED PROJECT
The Figueroa Streetscape Project (Proposed Project) consists of 4.5 miles of new
bicycle facilities and streetscape improvements. The new bicycle facilities consists of
three miles of a combination of new buffered bicycle lanes and cycle tracks along S.
Figueroa Street, from 7th Street to Martin Luther King Jr.. Boulevard; a one-way
westbound buffered bicycle lane along six blocks of 11th Street, from Broadway to
Figueroa Street; and new buffered bicycle lanes along Bill Robertson Lane between
Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard and Exposition Boulevard. Cycle tracks are dedicated
bicycle lanes with additional separation form the adjacent travel lane. They are typically
installed within the existing roadbed in the direction of adjacent traffic, either between
the curb and on-street parking, or separated from vehicular traffic lanes by physical
barriers. Buffered bicycle lanes are similar to standard Class II bicycle lanes though with
an additional painted buffered striping next to the adjacent travel lane.
The Proposed Project also includes, where cycle tracks area installed, modified traffic
signals to provide separate bike signal heads combined with two-stage left-turn queuing
space at signalized intersections to allow bicyclists to safely turn left from Figueroa
Street onto perpendicular streets. Demarcations, using colored paint and signage, will
be provided through intersections and conflict zones, such as driveways or at other
potential bicycle/vehicle and bicycle/pedestrian mixing areas. Outboard bus platforms
would be constructed between the cycle tracks and travel lanes to facilitate boarding
and alighting of passengers without requiring buses to cross or block the cycle tracks.

1 Exhibit #3
City Planning Report
8/19/13



The streetscape improvements along S. Figueroa Street include pedestrian scale street
lighting, new street trees and planting areas (which could manage and cleanse
stormwater from the roadway), repaired and enhanced sidewalk paving at transit stops,
enhanced crosswalk treatments, transit furniture, and public art. Similar pedestrian
scale improvements such as lighting. new street trees, enhanced crosswalks, and art
are also propo!-~d along.J.JtI!..Street, from Figueroa Street to Broadway; Bill Robertson
Lane, from Martin luther King Jr. Boulevard to Exposition Boulevard; and Martin Luther
King Jr. Boulevard, from Figueroa Street to Bill Robertson Lane. Table 1 summarizes
the general improvements proposed for each Proposed Project segment.

Figure 1 shows the location of the Proposed Project in relation to nearby existing
bicycle lanes and other bicycle lanes proposed for the Central Area. The Proposed
Project is part of 40.4 miles of new bicycle lanes proposed as part of the First-Year of
the First Five Year Implementation Strategy of the 2010 Bicycle Plan.1 The Proposed
Project implements several programs of the 2010 Bicycle Plan, which includes
completion of a backbone bicycle network (Program 1.1.2 A), and development of
protected bicycle lanes (Program 1.1.7 8).

The Proposed Project would include restriping of new lanes, installment of new curbs
and minor excavation and construction associated with the streetscape improvements in
the public right-of-way. Implementation of the proposed bicycle lanes would not change
access to existing facilities and properties.

TABLE 1: PROPOSED BICYCLE LANES, CYCLE TRACKS AND STREETSCAPE BY PROJECT
SEGMENTS

Length
Street / Facility Type Limits (miles) Area/Connection

S. Figueroa Street I cycle tracks, buffered Martin Luther 3.0 Central City, South
bicycle lanes, and streetscape improvements King Jr. Blvd. to and Southeast LA

ihSt
111nStreet I cycle tracks, and streetscape Figueroa' St to 0,5 Central City
improvements Broadway

Martin Luther King Jr. I bicycle lanes2
, Bill Robertson 0.4 South Los Angeles

streetscape improvements Lane and S.
Figueroa St.

Bill Robertson Lane ! buffered bicycle lanes, Martin luther 0.5 South Los Angeles
and streetscape improvements King Jr. Blvd. to

Exposition Blvd.
TOTAL 4.5 Central and South

Areas
SOURCE: City of Los Angeles, LADOT, 2012. ..

1 A Draft EIR was prepared and made aV8I1ableon Janual}' sr: 2013 that evalUated the traffic and safety impacts of
39.5 mites proposed bicycle lanes including the Proposed Project. An additional 0.9 miles of transit-bicycle only
lanes was evaluated In 8 separate Trnffic and Safety Assessment pursuant to the procedures of Section 21080.20.5
of the Public Resource Code (PRC).

2 The bicycle fanes were evaluated In the Draft EIR, and described in the DCP Siaff Recommendation RepoJt for the
First Year of the Five Vear Implementation Strategy of the 2010 Bicycle Plan in the Central Area, dated on June 19,
2013. Available hero:· htlp:l/g/tyIJl!m.Ding.lacity.orglcwdlqnle1nltr'8nseltlNewBiIrePlantTxtlCentTaIArea Staffmt.mJt

2
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The implementation of the Proposed Project would result in greater bicycle network
benefits by connecting to the existing bicycle lanes along Exposition Boulevard,

'Figueroa Street, 1" Street, Grand Avenue, Olive Street and Main Street, as well as
bicycle lanes proposed for the Central Area, thereby facilitating inviting and safe bicycle
travel from the neighborhoods of South and Southeast Los Angeles into the Downtown
area.

The following is a brief description of the roadway, reconfiguration, bicycle facilities,
streetscape improvements, and parking losses for each of the segments in the
Proposed Project.

Figueroa Street - Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard to 7th Stree!

Along Figue'roa Street, the Proposed Project would eliminate the peak-period
northbound travel lane from Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard to Adams Boulevard, the
peak-period southbound travel lane from Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard to Venice
Boulevard, and one full-time northbound mixed-flow travel lane from Exposition
Boulevard to 8th Street.

Along Figueroa Street, the Proposed Project would install standard bicycle lanes in
each direction from Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard to Exposition Boulevard, and from
21st Street and 11th Street. Cycle tracks are proposed in each direction from Exposition
Boulevard to 21st Street, and in the northbound direction only from 11th Street to 7th
Street along Figueroa Street

The Proposed Project would maintain: two northbound mixed-flow travel lanes, two
southbound mixed-flow travel lanes, and a center left-turn lane from Martin Luther King
Jr. Boulevard to Adams Boulevard; two northbound mixed-flow travel lanes,
one northbound peak-period bus-only lane, and one southbound mixed-flow travel lane,
and a center left-turn lane from Adams Boulevard to Venice Boulevard; two fun-time
mixed-flow travel lanes in the southbound direction, two full-time northbound mixed-flow
travel lanes and one northbound peak-period bus-only lane, and a center left-turn lane
from Venice Boulevard to Olympic Boulevard; two full-time northbound mixed-flow travel
lanes and a northbound peak-period bus-only lane from Olympic Boulevard to 9th
Street; and two full-time northbound mixed-flow travel lanes, a northbound peak-period
bus-only lane, and an additional peak-period mixed-flow lane on the west side of the
roadway from 9th Street to 8th Street. The northbound peak-period mixed-flow lane
becomes a full-tlrne mixed flow travel lane just north of 8th Street. The northbound
peak-period bus-only lane is a mixed-flow travel lane during the off-peak period.

The Proposed Project would eliminate a maximum of 160 parking spaces along
Figueroa Street between Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard and th Street. Where parking
is already restricted in either the AM or PM peak periods along certain segments of
Figueroa Street, the Proposed Project would impact parking only during the non-peak
period.

11th Street (Figueroa Street to Broadway)

The Proposed Project would eliminate one eastbound travel lane between Figueroa
Street and Broadway, and would install an eastbound buffered bicycle lane and
maintain one eastbound travel lane between Figueroa Street and Broadway.

5



Bill RobertsonJane (Exposition Boulevard to Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard)

The Proposed Project would install bicycle lanes in each direction, and maintain one
travel lane in each direction. On-street parking on the west side of Bill Robertson Lane
opposite the Roy A. Anderson Recreation Center between Leighton Avenue and Martin
Luther King Jr. Boulevard would be retained.

Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard (Figueroa Street to Bill Robertson Lane)

As stated above, the Proposed Project includes new streetscape elements between
Figueroa Street to Bill Robertson Lane. However, as part of the Five Year
Implementation Strategy of the 2010 Bicycle Plan in the Central Area, one full-time
motor vehicle lane would be eliminated in each direction from Leimert Boulevard to
Figueroa Street to install bicycle lanes."

."REQUESTED ACTIONS

1. That the Department of Transportation (LADDT) install 4.5 miles of new bicycle
facilities and streetscape improvements (including 3.0 miles of a combination of
cycle tracks and buffered bicycle lanes along South Figueroa Street, from Martin
Luther King Jr. Boulevard to 7th Street; 0.5 miles of one way buffered bicycle
lane along 11th Streetfrom Broadway to South Figueroa Street; and 0.5 miles of
buffered bicycle lanes along Bill Robertson Lane from Exposition Boulevard to
Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard; and 0,5 miles of streetscape elements along
Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard, from Figueroa Street to Bill Robertson Lane) in
accordance with the Figueroa Streetscape Project and the 2010 Bicycle Plan.

2. That LADOT Certify the Environmental Impact Report ENV-2012-1470-EIR
included as Attachment 1.

3. That LADOT Adopt the Environmental Findings included as Attachment 2.
4. That LADOT Adopt the Statement of Overriding Considerations included as

part of Attachment 2. (See Section IX)

5. That LADOT Adopt the Mitigation Monitoring Program included as Attachment
3.

3 The bicycle Janes wern evaluated in the Draft EIR, and described in the DCP Staff Recommendation Report for the
First Year of the Five Year Implementation Strategy of the 2010 Bicyole Pfan in the Central Area, dated on June 19,
2013. Available here.' fIt1R,'IlqjtJtpjann;ng.lacitv.org/cwdlgnfplnltransettJNewBikePlanfTxflCentfa/Area Staffrof.odf
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES
CALIFORNIA

Jaime de la Vega
GENERAl. MANAGER

DEPARnwENTOFTRANSPORTATKm
100 SOuth Main Slree~ 10111Floor

Lo& Angell!S, GaIIlDrnla 110012
(213) 972-ll470

FAX (213) 1172-8410

Date: August 27, 2013

Public HearIng: Public Hearing held
February 4, 2013

Reference 08~3193,08-3193-51,
Council File 10-2385-81
Nos.: 10-2385-S2
CEQA No.: ENV-2012-1470-EIR
Council No.: 1-Cedillo, 9-Price,

14-Huizar
Plan Area: Central City, South Los

Angeles, Southeast los
Angeles

ERIC GARCETTI
MAYOR

SUBJECT: NOTICE OF GENERAL MANAGER'S DETERMINATION - FIGUEROA
STREETSCAPE PROJECT

To Interested Parties:

The Figueroa Streetscape Project (Proposed Project) consists of 4.5 miles of new
bicycle facilities and streetscape improvements. The new bicycle facilities consist of
three miles of a combination of new buffered bicycle lanes and cycle tracks along South
Figueroa Street, from 1h Street to Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard; a one-way
westbound buffered bicycle lane along six blocks of 11th Street, from Broadway to South
Figueroa Street; and new buffered bicycle lanes along Bill Robertson lane between
Martin luther King Jr. Boulevard and Exposition Boulevard, Cycle tracks (also known as
protected bicycle lanes) are similar to Class II bicycle lanes, but physically separated
from the adjacent travel lane. They are typically installed within the existing roadbed in
the direction of adjacent traffic, either between the curb and on-street parking, or
separated from vehicular traffic lanes by physical barriers. Buffered bicycle lanes are
Class It bicycle lanes with a painted gore area between the bicycle lane and adjacent
travel lane.

The Proposed Project also includes - where cycle tracks are installed - modified traffic
Signals toprovide dedicated bicycle signal heads and phasing, combined with two-stage
left-turn queuing space at signalized intersections to allow bicyclists to safely turn left
from Figueroa Street onto perpendicular streets. Demarcations, using colored paint and
signage, will be provided through intersections and conflict zones, such as driveways or
at other potential bicycle/vehicle and bicycle/pedestrian mixing areas. Outboard bus
platforms will be constructed between the cycle tracks and travel lanes to facilitate
boarding and alighting of passengers without requiring buses to cross or block the cycle
tracks.

Exhibit #4
General Manager's
Determination 8/27/13
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Streetscape improvements along South Figueroa Street include new pedestrian-scale
street lighting and roadway lighting, new street trees and planting areas, repaired and
enhanced sidewalk paving at transit stops, enhanced crosswalk treatments, transit
furniture and public art. Similar improvements are also proposed along 11th Street,
from Figueroa Street to Broadway, along Bill Robertson Lane. from Martin Luther King
Jr. Boulevard to Exposition Boulevard and along Martin Luther Klng Jr. Boulevard, from
Figueroa Street to Bill Robertson Lane.

The Proposed Project would include restriping of lanes, Installation of new curbs and
minor excavation and construction assocIated with the streetscape improvements In the
public right-of-way_ There would be no change in access to existing facilities and
properties.

The former Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Los Angeles (CRA/LA)
initiated the Proposed Project through a $20 million Proposition 1C grant to promote
economlc development and improve the bicycle, pedestrian and transit experience
along the Figueroa Street corridor. After the State dissolved the eRA/LA in 2011, the
Proposed Project was transferred to the Department of Transportation (LADOT).

LADOT is also the Implementing agency of the 2010 Bicycle Plan, and serves as the
Lead Agency pursuant to review required by the Division 13 of the Public Resource
Code (PRC). The Bicycle Plan, adopted on March 1, 2011 Identifies a 1,684~mlle
bikeway system and includes a comprehensive collection of programs and policies. The
Proposed Project Implements several programs oftha 2010 BIcycle Plan, including
completion of a backbone bicycle network (Program 1.1.2 A), and development of
protected bicycle lanes (Program 1.1.7 B). LADOT is also coordinating the Bicycle
Plan's Five-Year Implementation Strategy in the Central Area, which includes a number
of bicycle lane segments In Central Los Angeles, in addition to those on Figueroa and
11th Streets.

The Department of City Planning (DCP) released a Final Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) on August 7,2013, and a StaffRe,c6mmenda:tion Report on August 19, 2013 thai
concluded that City of Los Angeles Is in compliance with Division 13 ofthe PRC, also
known as the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). DCP evaluated the
environmental impacts of the Proposed Project. included measures to mitigate
environmental Impacts, and held a hearing in the area affected by the Proposed Project
as descrIbed in the DCP Staff Recommendation Report. The DCP Staff
Recommendation Report included the followIng recommended actions:

1. That the Department of Transportation (LADOT) Install 4.5 miles of new bicycle
facilities and streetscape Improvements (including 3.0 miles of a combination of
cycle tracks and buffered bicycle Janes along South Figueroa Street, from Martin
Luther King Jr. Boulevard to 7th Street; 0.5 miles of one way buffered bicycle
lane along 11th Street from Broadway to South Figueroa Street; and 0.5 miles of
buffered bicycle lanes along Bill Robertson Lane from Exposition BOUlevard to
Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard; and 0.5 miles of streetscape elements along
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Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard, from Figueroa Street to Bill Robertson Lane)
in accordance with the Figueroa Streetscape Project and the 2010 Bicycle Plan.

2. That LADOT Certify the Environmental Impact Report ENV-2012-1470-E1R
included as Attachment 1.

3. That LADOT Adopt the Environmental Findings included as Attachment 2.

4. That LADOT Adopt the Statement of Overriding Considerations included as part
of Attachment 2. (See Section IX)

5. That LADOT Adopt the Mitigation Monitoring Program Included as Attachment 3.

DETERMINATION

Pursuant to the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) Sections 80,08.2 and Section
89.01, I hereby:

1. APPROVE to install 4.5 miles of new bicycle facilities and streetscape
improvements (including 3.0 miles of a combination of cycle tracks and buffered
bicycle Janes along South Figueroa Street, from Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard
to 7th Street: 0.5 miles of one way buffered bicycle lane along 11th Street from
Broadway to South Figueroa Street; and 0.5 miles of buffered bicycle lanes along
Blil Robertson Lane from Exposition Boulevard to Martin Luther King Jr.
Boulevard: and 0.5 miles of streetscape elements along Martin Luther King Jr.
Boulevard, from to Figueroa Street to Bill Robertson Lane) In accordance with
the Figueroa Streetscape Project and .the 2010 Bicycle Plan.

2. CERTtFY that the EnvironmelJtallmpact Report (EIR) (EIR No. ENV-2012-1470·
EIR; State Clearinghouse Number 2012061092, included as Attachment 1 of the
DCP Staff Recommendation Report) has been completed in compliance with the

.California Environmental Quality Act, the State Guidelines and the City
Guidelines, and that the General Manager of LADOT has reviewed the
information contained therein and considered It along with other factors related to
this project; that this determination reflects the independent judgment of the City
of Los Angeles; and that the documents constituting the record of proceedings in
this matter are located In the files of DCP in the custody of the Citywide Section;
and ADOPT the EIR.

3. ADOPT the FINDINGS made pursuant to and In accordance with Section 21081
of the Public Resources Code (Included as Attachment 2 of the DCP Staff
Recommendation Report), and the Statement of Overriding Considerations
prepared by DC? included as part of Attachment 2 (See Section IX) of the DCP
Staff Recommendation Report.
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4. ADOPT the FINDINGS made pursuant to and in accordance with Section
21081.6 ofthe California State Public Resources Code, the Mitigation MonitOring
and Reporting Program as the Findings of the General Manager of LADOT and
ADOPT the Mitigation Monitoring Program included as Attachment 3 of the DCP
Staff Recommendation Report.

EFFECTIVE DATE

The Determination in this matter will become effective and flnal fifteen (15) days after
the date of mailing the Notice of General Manager's Determination.

~
~ Jaime de la Vega
\) General Manager

Attachments
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AMENDED IN SENATE JUNE 12,2013

CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE-2013-14 REGULAR SESSION

ASSEMBLY BILL No. 92

Introduced by Committee on Budget (Blum enfield (Chair), Bloom,
Bonilla, Campos, Chesbro, Daly, Dickinson, Gordon,
.Iones-Sawyer, Mitchell, Mullin, Muratsuchi, Nazarian, Ren:don
Skinner, Stone, and Ting)

January 10,2013

An act relating to the Bttdget Act of 2013. An act to add Sections
53545.15 and 53565 to the Health and Safety Code, to amend Section
97.68 oj, and to add Sections 18032 and 24953 to, the Revenue and
Taxation Code, and to amend Section 2 of Chapter 777 of the Statutes
of 2012, relating to state government, and making an appropriation
therefor, to take effect immediately, bill related to the budget.

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST

AB 92, as amended, Committee on Budget. Btldgct Act of 2013.
State government.

(1) Existing law provides that there is the Transit-Oriented
Development Implementation Fund from which the Department of
Housing and Community Development shall provide grants and loans
to cities, counties, cities and counties, transit agencies, and developers
for the purpose of developing or facilitating the development of higher
density uses within close proximity to transit stations-that will increase
public transit riders hips. Existing law appropriates various sums to
this fund for use by the departmentfor liquidation of encumbrances for
limited periods of time, as specified.

This bill instead would extend the period of time during which the
appropriated funds shall be available for liquidation of encumbrances

98

Exhibit #9
A892
6/12/13



AB92 -2-

until June 30, 2017, subject to performance-based milestones to be
established by the department.

Existing law provides that there is the Regional Planning, Housing,
and Infill Incentive Account in the Housing and Emergency Shelter
Trust Fund of 2006 from which funds shall be available, upon
appropriation by the Legislature, and subject to other conditions and
criteria as the Legislature may provide in statute, for infill incentive
grants for capital outlay related to infill housing development and other
related infill development, and for brownfield cleanup that promotes
infill housing development and other related infill development
consistent with regional and local plans. Existing law appropriates
various sums to this fund for use by the department for liquidation of
encumbrances for limited periods of time, as specified.

This bill instead would extend the period of time during which the
appropriated funds shall be available for liquidation of encumbrances
until June 30, 2017, subject to performance-based milestones to be
established by the department.

Because this bill would extend the period of time during which various
appropriations are available for use by the department for particular
purposes, this bill would make an appropriation.

(2) Existing law requires the county auditor, in each fiscal year, to
allocate property tax revenue to local jurisdictions in accordance with
specified formulas and procedures, and generally requires that each
jurisdiction be allocated an amount equal to the total of the amount of
revenue allocated to that jurisdiction in the prior fiscal year, subject
to certain modifications, and that jurisdiction's portion of the annual
tax increment, as defined. Existing property tax law also reduces the
amounts of ad valorem property tax revenue that would otherwise be
annually allocated to the counties, cities, and special districts pursuant
to these general allocation requirements by requiring.for purposes of
determining property tax revenue allocations in each county for the
1992-93 and 1993-94 fiscal years, that the amounts of property tax
revenue deemed allocated in the prior fiscal year to the counties t cities,
and special districts be reduced in accordance with certain formulas.
Existing law requires that the revenues not allocated to the counties,
cities, and special districts as a result of these reductions be transferred
to the Educational Revenue Augmentation Fund in that county for
allocation to school districts t community college districts, and the county
office of education.

98
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The "My Figueroa" Streetscape Project proposes to eliminate several lanes of vehicular traffic, in
order to add new buffered bicycle lanes, cycle tracks, extended pedestrian sidewalks, dedicated
.bus lanes and enhanced transit stops. The project area includes a four mile stretch from
Downtown Los Angeles to South Los Angeles and is primarily located in the Figueroa Con-idol'.
The project is funded by a Proposition 1C grant.

Specifically, the proposed project would eliminate one southbound traffic lane and the peak-
period northbound lane along S. Figueroa Street between Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard and
Exposition Boulevard. Between Exposition Boulevard and Adams Boulevard, the proposed
project would eliminate two northbound lanes, and between Exposition Boulevard and 30th

Street, the proposed project would eliminate one peak-period southbound lane. Between Adams
Boulevard and Venice Boulevard, the peak-period southbound lane and one northbound lane
would be eliminated. Furthermore, from Venice Boulevard to 8th Street, one northbound lane
would be eliminated. The elimination of traffic lanes are also proposed on 11th Street between S.
Broadway Avenue and S. Figueroa Street, and on Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard between S.
Figueroa Street and S. Vermont Avenue.

Several stakeholders, local businesses and community members have expressed concerns over
how the lane reductions will affect the flow of traffic and ingress and egress to businesses
institutions located on the Figueroa Corridor. Concerns have been expressed that the analysis is
incomplete because congestion on S. Figueroa Street would be aggravated by northbound drivers
exiting Interstate- 110 at West Adams Boulevard to avoid bottlenecks where the express lanes
end. This is significant, as the proposed project already predicts a significant travel delays, of 90
seconds or more, at 9 separate intersections. This would result in an additional 15 minutes or
1110refor commuters and more importantly significant delays for emergency responders. On top
of these expected delays, the Environmental Impact Report does not analyze traffic impacts that
will be imposed by the construction of the Broadway Street Cal', which would be designed to
operate in the mixed-flow travel lanes of the Figueroa Corridor. '

I THEREFORE MOVE that the City Council direct the LADOT, with assistance of the
Department of City Planning, to report back to the City Council with an in-depth analysis of the
considerations taken in determining what parts of the Figueroa Corridor justified the need for
cycle tracks versus buffered bicycle lanes, and extended pedestrian sidewalks which result in the
complete removal of peak-period traffic lanes. This analysis should include:

1) Alternatives considered to removing traffic lanes on S. Figueroa Street;
2) How LADOT and Planning will mitigate the traffic congestion resulting from the flow of

traffic exiting from I~110 onto the S. Figueroa Corridor;
3) The impact of pot ntially significant traffic delays that will adversely affect emergency

response time fo Police and Fire vehicles;
4) The impact 0 other expected traffic delays on the S. Figueroa Corridor once the

Broadway St eet Car line is constructed.

Exhibit #10
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SECOND BY. ..... - .. _. ~~.... .,..,~ -,

I FURTHER MOVE that the City Council direct the LADOT) with assistance of the Department
of City Planning, to report back to the Economic Development Committee in 30 days on the
impacts and costs to the local businesses due to the expected travel delay, as well as how
business patrons will be able to freely ingress and egress onto S. Figueroa Street with the added
traffic delays.

PRESENTED BY: -.,£-----\1fb-</?)'~=: :..::-=:....=. ~--=:::......-.~_..__
'~~D.PRICE

Coun'ci rnber, 9th District

AUG 2 8 2013
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Wednesday is get-acqt..~lnted day for Brewer, Villaro..dosa
Saturday, July 13, 2013 DailyNews.com

The bicycle is an ingenious mobility device. It gets you from points A to Band, in the process, lets
you observe your surroundings at a leisurely pace. It is usually lightweight, and it provides an
intimate visual, aromatic and auditory connection to the world around you. With various clever
mechanical permutations, it can be folded, even made out of reinforced cardboard. In dense
urban environments with traffic congestion, riding a bicycle for short distances is often faster than
traversing the same distance via car.

While the bicycle has many virtues, it also prompts people to go overboard. It's often lauded as
the transportation of tomorrow and the savior of cities. It is not. It is called transportation. It is not.
That's because the bicycle is not, strictly defined, a transport device. Ever try to carry a
watermelon on a bicycle? (Yes, it can be done, but how much else could you carry?)

The bicycle is a biomechanical device that depends on the rider for balance and propulsion. It
therefore operates under rigid limitations: the physical condition (and therefore age) of the rider,
seasons and weather conditions, and terrain. If bicycles are used for multi-lane travel, particularly
in urban context, their riders are seriously endangered. Cars making right-hand turns are a
particular threat.

Today there is an almost messianic insistence that bicycles should be a part of the urban transit
mix. Former Los Angeles Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa launched a high-visibility campaign to make
Los Angeles "bicycle-friendly," Bicycle marathons in cities tie up traffic to celebrate liberation from
the automobile.

The notion of being "liberated" from the car is an interesting one that has zero basis in practical
terms. Perhaps, in bucolic villages and smaller cities, bicycle ridership could be a charming and
handy way to get around, as it was in many European small towns during much of the 20th
century. In large urban centers, however, using a bicycle to traverse 10, 15, or 20 miles one-way
is simply not a feasible proposition. And as megalopolises grow, the freeway becomes the key to
"getting there" -- a transit reality completely outside the practical use of the bicycle.

Los Angeles and surrounding burgs have launched an ambitious effort to paint "bike lanes" on
existing surface streets, often removing entire lanes that were formerly for automobiles. This is
not a smart thing to do when traffic is already congested. A typical busy lane gets used by dozens
of automobiles per minute. A bike lane is lucky to be used by dozens of bicyclists in an hour. To
make matters worse, drivers making right-hand turns will have to yield to all the bicyclists going
through the intersections, further snarling the streets.

Imposing bicycle accommodations onto an existing vehicular culture and street alignment is
prohibitively complex and preposterously expensive on a per-mile basis. Given the relatively
small number of commuters who would use such lanes in comparison to car drivers, any
cost/efficiency formulae that purport to justify such infrastructure enter the realm of pure fantasy.

Most of our planning assumes that bicyclists would honor traffic law. But there's a save-the-earth
Exhibit #11
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mentality in bicycle culture C.··t seems to make riders feel entit;>' to ignore traffic management
signs. This flaunting of traffic rules, what I would call "eco-elitism," is all too common. I regularly
see riders blithely coast through stop-sign-controlled intersections with merely a cursory glance.
At low-traffic times of day I've even seen bicyclists ride through red traffic lights, as if vehicle rules
were not meant for them.

We can of course have dedicated bicycle paths along streams, rivers, and other available routes
to provide city residents with pleasant forms of recreation. But to propose bicycle ridership as a
serious component of urban transportation planning is specious folly. For many of those
urbanistas who fret about environmental issues, let me suggest that the bicycle rack on the rear
of your BMW says it all.

Syd Mead is an artist, futurist, illustrator, book author, and conceptual designer for such science
fiction films as "Blade Runner" and "Aliens." He wrote this for Zocalo Public Square.



THE BIKE LANE WARS IN ALEXANDRIA
By
F.H. Buckley
Nov. 8,2013 6:31 p.m. ET Wall Street Journal

My brave little neighborhood of King Street in Alexandria, Va., has calmly met the challenges of
the Revolution, the War of 1812 and the Civil War, but now we're seriously annoyed. What's
bothering us are the bike wars. The city of Alexandria has proposed to take away our street's
parking spaces and replace them with a dedicated bike lane. The preening activists who favor
these lanes are in my town, and they will soon come to a neighborhood near you if they're not
there already.

It's not as though local cyclists favor King Street. It's a main artery, State Highway 7, that runs
for 70 miles east from George Washington'S Alexandria to Patsy Cline's Winchester in the west.
Each day the road conveys 15,000 commuters past my house, traveling from Arlington and
Fairfax to their jobs in Old Town or to the Patent and Trademark Office, along a two-lane street
only 30 feet wide. Cars speed by. and city buses plow through our red lights at 40 miles per hour.

Our stretch of King Street is also extremely steep. The very few cyclists you do see on this
thoroughfare use the sidewalk, as they are permitted to do. Coming up the hill, they rarely move
faster than the very few pedestrians, so everyone's safe.

As for the residents, we're really attached to our parking spots. We like to tell our friends to drop
by anytime. We don't want to send our plumbers to park a few blocks over, on streets that are
already congested. Not a problem, the city tells us. Just get a special parking permit from city
hall for visitors. And what about the occasional party? What do we tell our guests? Ah, the city's
street coordinator said, channeling her inner Marie Antoinette, let them get valet parking.

Part of the bike brigade in Alexandria, Va. City of Alexandria

Many people on our street are bicyclists, so we're not antibike. When bicycling, however, we
never use King Street. We'll take the safe side streets that get us to wherever we want to go.
We're also not fabulously wealthy. We don't hire valets to park cars for our visitors.

Exhibit #12
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But the bike activists are mobilizing the troops. The cycling advocacy blog Wash Cycle
published a two-step action plan, calling on proponents to stand up for the lanes by inundating
the city council with support. Alexaridria Transportation Commissioner Kevin Posey has taken to
firing off tweets about how "some neighbors can't bear the thought of giving up unused parking,"
and that opposition to bike lanes represents "a trend where a few wealthy residents oppose
projects to benefit middle class consumers. 11

The problems of a few hundred Alexandria residents wouldn't deserve a great deal of attention if
all this weren't part of a growing national movement that pits local homeowners and businesses
against cyclists and their trendy allies on city councils. It happened in Washington, D.C., in
2011, when Adrian Fenty's support for bike lanes helped make him a one-term mayor, and it's
going to happen across Alexandria. Bike wars have also broken out in Los Angeles, San
Francisco, Berkeley, Seattle, Austin and elsewhere.

Forget religion and politics, says New York City Council Speaker Christine Quinn. What you
don't want to talk about at dinner parties is bike lanes, she told a luncheon in January.

We're seeing a similar kind of activism in the national t'Parkfing) Day" movement. These are
open-source events when artists and activists take over a parking space, put a coin in the meter,
and for two hours turn the space into a mini-park or gallery. We've had them in Alexandria, and
they can be a lot of fun, bringing out the tiny anarchist in all of us. What's behind the movement,
however, is an anti car political agenda. The Park(ing) Day Manual tells us the point of the
movement is to let people know that "inexpensive curbside parking results in increased traffic,
wasted fuel and more pollution."

Our little squabble illustrates the tactics you can expect to see when the bike wars reach you.
Cyclist-commuters may number no more than 2% ofthe adult American population according to
a 2002 report by The Pedestrian and Bicycle Information Center, but they are the ones who go to
city council meetings. They'll push for the kind of "Complete Streets" policy that our city
adopted, one that gives priority to pedestrians and cyclists over cars.

In the abstract, that will sound innocuous, but when the time for implementation arrives, you'll
find yourself losing your street parking, street by street, as roads are repaved. And parking spaces
are just the beginning. As Mr. Posey wrote on the blog Greater Greater Washington, "if we can't
take a few parking spaces, how will we take the traffic lanes?"

When you see the bike activists in your neighborhood, be warned that they tend not to play nice.
Our local gang misrepresents their number and talks of assembling a "critical mass" of cyclists
who will ride together up King Street. On their blog, one of them urges bicyclists to "ride slowly
and smack in the middle of the lane, especially at peak times."

Come to think of it, if you've ever been held up by a cyclist blocking traffic when there was
plenty of space on the side of the road, you've already participated in the bike wars.

Mr. Buckley is a resident of King Street, Alexandria, Va.
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LEGISLATIVE INFORMATION

AB-2245 Environmental quality: California Environmental Quality Act: exemption: bicycle lanes. (2011-2012)

Assembly Bill No. 2245

CHAPTER 680

An act to add and repeal Section 21080.20.5 of the Public Resources Coder relating to environmental
quality.

[ Approved by Governor September 28r 2012. Filed with Secretary of State
September 28r 2012. ]

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST

AB 2245, Smyth. Environmental quality: California Environmental Quality Act: exemption: bicycle lanes.

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires a lead agency, as defined, to prepare, or cause to be
prepared, and certify the completion of, an environmental impact report on a project that it proposes to carry
out or approve that may have a significant effect on the environment or to adopt a negative declaration if it
finds that the project will not have that effect. CEQAalso requires a lead agency to prepare a mitigated negative
declaration for a project that may have a significant effect on the environment if revisions in the project would
avoid or mitigate that effect and there is no substantial evidence that the project, as revised, would have a
significant effect on the environment.

CEQAexempts from its requirements specified projects and activities.

Existing law establishes the Office of Planning and Research(aPR) in the Governor's office. Existing law requires
the aPR to assist with, among other things, the orderly preparation of programs of transportation.

Existing law authorizes a lead agency that determines that a project is not subject to CEQApursuant to certain
exemptions and approves or determines to carry out that project, to file notice of the determination with the
OPRif the lead agency is a state agency or with the county clerk in which the project is located if the lead
agency is a local agency.

This bill would, until January I, 2018, exempt from CEQAthe restriping of streets and highways for bicycle lanes
in an urbanized area that is consistent with a prepared bicycle transportation plan. A lead agency would be
required to take specified actions with regard to making an assessment of traffic and safety impact and holding
hearings before determining a project is exempt. The bill would require a state agency, that determines that a
project is exempt under this provision, and approves or determines to carry out that project, to file a notice of
the determination with aPR. The bill would require a local agency, that determines that a project is exempt
under this provision, and approves or determines to carry out that project, to file a notice of determination with
aPR and the county clerk in the county in which the project is located.

Vote: majority Appropriation: no FiscalCommittee: yes Local Program: no

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS:
Exhibit #13
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SECTION 1. Section 21080.20.5 is added to the PublicResourcesCode, to read:



21080.20.5. (a) This division «_ not apply to a project that consists of the __-triping of streets and highways for
bicycle lanes in an urbanizeu-area that is consistent with a bicycle tran5~;jrtation plan prepared pursuant to
Section 891.2 of the Streets and Highways Code.

(b) Prior to determining that a project is exempt pursuant to this section, the lead agency shall do both of the
following:

(1) Prepare an assessment of any traffic and safety impacts of the project and include measures in the project
to mitigate potential vehicular traffic impacts and bicycle and pedestrian safety impacts.

(2) Hold noticed public hearings in areas affected by the project to hear and respond to public comments.
Publication of the notice shall be no fewer times than required by Section 6061 of the Government Code, by the
public agency in a newspaper of general circulation in the area affected by the proposed project. If more than
one area will be affected, the notice shall be published in the newspaper of largest circulation from among the
newspapers of general circulation in those areas.

(c) (1) Whenever a state agency determines that a project is not subject to this division pursuant to this
section, and it determines to approve or carry out that project, the notice shall be filed with the Office of
Planning and Researchin the manner specified in subdivisions (b) and (c) of Section 21108.

(2) Whenever a local agency determines that a project is not subject to this division pursuant to this section,
and it determines to approve or carry out that project, the notice shall be filed with the Office of Planning and
Research,and filed with the county clerk in the county in which the project is located in the manner specified in
subdivisions (b) and (c) of Section 21152.

(d) This section shall remain in effect only until January 1, 2018, and as of that date is repealed, unless a later
enacted statute, that is enacted before January 1, 2018, deletes or extends that date.



.i Metropolitan Transportation Authority One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952

213,922.2000 Tel
metro. net

Metro
March 4, 2013

Mr. David Somers
City of los Angeles
Department of City Planning
200 N. Spring Street, Room 667
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Somers:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA) is in receipt of the
Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) forthe 2010 Bicycle Plan - First Year of the First
Five-Year Implementation Strategy and the Figueroa Streetscape Project. This letter conveys
recommendations from MTA concerning a number of issues in relation to the proposed
project's potential impacts in the Downtown Los Angeles area to Metro and municipal transit
services.

MifAhas.qperatiohalcohceriistegardiHgtheterribVal6faliytraVeI laiiewherebus service ..
opera~es. Thepri(Jr~emqyal.of~traXeIJaneon MainStreetsollthof Pico.Boulevard-to.lnstall ..a
bikelane ...bascau~~(LPMrushbourbackupsfrom Pico Bouievardto17thStreehThis in tum
ha~m~ultedirl ~Llsde.lays"andhasincreased Metro's operating cost ln.the.Downtown.Los
Angele~are<l/""'heretheremQvaLoftravel.·la has is pr~poseq,Metro1}JiU when possible remove
tr;,lJ1sit~.ervicefrom. that affected streefaridmovelt to ali adJacent streetsothat bus speeds
an?saf'ety.~renot<:Qrnpromised by the bike lane. The following further describes MTA's
concerns:

1. Cesar E. Chavez Avenue

As indicated in the project description, "The proposed project would involve the
reduction of motor vehicle lanes on Cesar E. Chavez Avenue; peak period lanes in each
direction would be eliminated .... Due to the high frequency and volume of buses on
Cesar E. Chavez Avenue and the effective reduction of mixed-flow lanes, the proposed
project would incorporate bicycle-transit-only lanes in lieu of standard bike lanes, from
Alameda Street to Figueroa Street." Safety hazards are likely in the proposed shared
bus/bicycle facility between Alameda Street and Figueroa Street, because of the
frequency of buses. Further, the proposed bicycle lanes continue between Alameda
Street and Mission Road where bus activity is the highest on the corridor. The lane
reduction associated with the project is likely to cause adverse impacts for bus
operations by increasing delay.

As indicated in the level of service (LOS) analysis contained in Figu re 3-7 in the Draft
EIR, during the PM peak hour, the proposed project is expected to increase average
delay per vehicle by 86.7 seconds at the intersection of Alameda Street and Cesar E.
Chavez Avenue, and 124.7 seconds at the intersection ofVignes Street and Cesar E.
Chavez Avenue. Projected delays would be exacerbated on days during which Dodgers
games are scheduled. Today, traffic can back up entirely from Mission Road to Vignes
Street during peak periods. Additionally, the closure of the 6th Street Bridge for
reconstruction will greatly increase traffic volumes on all east/west bridge streets.

Exhibit #14
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201 0 Bicycle Plan - First Year of the First Five-Year Implementation Strategy and the Figueroa Streets cape Project
David Somers, Department of City Planning
March 4, 2013
Page 2of4

The average PM peak period passenger load for the Metro lines that serve the bus
stops at Cesar E. Chavez Avenue and Vignes Street is approximately 9,500 passengers.
Assuming those passengers are equally distributed across the four-hour PM peak
period, a passenger load of 2,375 passengers during t!1-ePM peak hour would
experience an additional 124.7 seconds of delay, on average at this intersection. This
equates to over 82 total hours of person delay that would be experienced by our
passengers during the PM peak hour alone. Many of the passengers travelling to the
Patsaouras Transit Plaza would also be affected by this delay, which would increase
these estimates of person delay even more. A total of 16 bus lines, including those
operated by Metro and LADOT travel through this intersection during the PM peak
hour. This additional delay would impact scheduled run time and reliability, which has
financial impacts related to fuel costs and staffing. These impacts should be weighed
against the benefits of the bicycle lane.

During peak hours, more than 120 buses per hour operate on sections of Cesar E.
Chavez Avenue, an average of more than two buses every minute. The under-
construction Division 13 project is expected to increase bus activity on Cesar E. Chavez
Avenue and add an additional 20 buses during peak hours. The 2008 Metro Union
Division Bus Maintenance & Operations Facility Final /S/MND also identified the
intersection of Cesar E. Chavez Avenue and Vignes Street as a significant traffic impact
with the Division 13 project.

MTA has reviewed current research on shared bicycle/bus facilities. ,4 Summary of
Design, Policies and OperetionslChsractenstics tor Shared Bicycle/Bus Lanes (State
of Florida Department of Transportation, july 2012) includes a literature review and
case study summary of shared bicycle/bus lanes in the United States as well as
internationally. The bus frequency found on this particular segment of Cesar E.
Chavez Avenue, is dramatically higher than any of the facilities documented in the
study. The highest bus frequency cited in the study was the Stewart Street shared
bicycle/bus lane in Seattle, WA, with 77 buses per hour. Every other facility detailed in
the study has bus frequencies of30 per hour or less.

The study cites design guidance from Ottawa, Canada that indicates that bicycle and
bus facilities should be separated in locations with more than 20 buses per hou r.

Given that there are more than 120 buses per hour under existing conditions, and this
is expected to grow in the near future with the completion of the Division 13 project,
Metro has serious concerns over the frequency of bus-bicycle conflicts that would be
inherent in bicycles sharing a facility with buses on Cesar E. Chavez Avenue.

Given these seriou s impacts, prior to issuance of the Final EIR, we request that City of
Los Angeles staff meet with Metro Service Planning & Scheduling to identify mitigation
measures to address these impacts. Potential mitigation measures to address bicycle
and pedestrian safety concerns as well as the additional delay to Metro's passengers in
the segment along Cesar E. Chavez Avenue from Mission Road to Alameda Street
could include a relocation of a bike lane from Cesar E. Chavez Avenue to a better
suited street, a separated bicycle facility, preferential Signal timi ng for transit vehicles
(for example, a queue-jump for bus movements), and! or intersection geometric
redesign.

Further, MTA is currently in the process of preparing a Master Plan for Union Station
(USMP) and is also working with the Southern California Association of Governments



2010 Bicycle Plan - First Year of the First Five-Year Implementation Strategy and the Figueroa Streetscape Project
, David Somers, Department of City Planning

March 4, 2013
Page 3 of 4

(SCAG) and a technical advisory committee made up of the City of Los Angeles'
Departments of City Planning, Transportation and Public Works on a public
improvement plan to identify bicycle and pedestrian linkages to and from Union
Station and the surrounding communities. Both of these plans, which will be
completed within the next two years, may identify alternatives to the bicycle lanes
currently proposed along Cesar E. Chavez Avenue as well as the surrounding arterial
streets. These alternatives may offer solutions that better facilitate bicycles and bus
operations. We request that the Final EIR acknowledge these planning efforts, and
aJlow for some flexibility to adopt the recommendations in these plans as alternatives
to those in the current bicycle plan.

A, .··••FigUer()~Str~et}

This street currently experiences high volumes of transit bus service and passengers
along the proposed project location.PfoposedproJectirnprovementsalongthis
segment ofFigueroaStreet wi ILadversely impact bus.operatioh s. In an effort to
m itig~t~thesei m pacts, Metr~.~illrelocatesouthboundexpressbus.services·· from
Figq~(pa:S:tt¢ettqp'ilnWC::!k$¢grh~I'1~~9ffl{)wet.Streetl.and municip<1fbtis···operators
mayalsdri10velfhes:Several bus stops on southbound Flower Street are in poor
condition in terms of sidewalk quality and have inadequate lighting. lli the eventthat
servic:e.isreIQcatedW~QLlthbol.ll1dflower~treet,theproject .•sponsor should consider
lightingupgradesand/brnewsheltersanhesestopstohelpensuresufficiel1t
accot11modati on off ncreased bus>se!Vice and· bussf6p pass e t'l ger
bO<l,rdlngsjaligntings. Furthermore, to help prevent sidewalk damage, the project
sponsor should consider replacing existing fichus trees on Flower Street with a tree
species that has a less destructive root system. Among the stops on southbound
Flower Street most in need of improvements are the following:

a) Southbound Flower Street & Olympic Boulevard
b) Southbound Flower Street & Pico Boulevard
c) Southbound Flower Street & Washington Boulevard

Lane configuration diagrams contalned-lnthe DraftEIR show.that.exlstlng.bus ..stops
alorlgFigueroaStreetwouldbe located·in dedicated.right turn pockets, \Vhknwould
q~at~a potentiaBy>u nsafe co nflict inwh lch.cars.co« Id. tLI rn right infro nt.of buses.
Metro prefers farside stops and has worked with LADOT to avoid placing stops in right
turn pockets when possible. To avoid this conflict, the following stops should be
considered for relocation from nearside intersection locations to farside locations:

a) Northbound Figueroa Street & Venice Boulevard
b) Southbound Figueroa Street & Washington Boulevard
c) Northbound Figueroa Street & Jefferson Street
d) Figueroa Street & Adams Boulevard (both directions)
e} Figueroa Street & Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard (both directions)

3. th Street

Six Metro bus lines and two DASH bus lines operate on 7th Street. The stop in front of
Macy's Plaza between Flower and Hope Streets today isnotadequate insjz~to
accommodate eastbound buses that also mix with southbound Flower Street buses
turning east onto 7th Street. Traffic on 7th Street combined with frequent bus service
raises safety concerns for bicyclists. A better street for an east/west bike lane would be
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the,gm and 9lhStreetcoupletcorridor. Notonly is there less busservice.butthe traffic
patteJriofaOne7way street would best accommodate the addition ofa bike lane.
Metrovvill,c0t1sidermoving7th Street bus lines tothe Sth/6lhStreetcouplet corridor.

4. Construction Impacts
- .

Several transit corridors with Metro bus service could be impacted by construction of
the proposed project. For short term construction activities that may impact Metro
bus lines, Metro Bus Operations Control Special Events Coordinator should be
contacted at 213-922-4632. Long term construction activities should be coordinated
with Metro Service Planning & Scheduling at 213-922-1228. Municipal bus service
operators including LADOT, Foothill Transit, and City of Santa Clarita Transit may also
be impacted and therefore should be included in construction outreach efforts.

s. Title VI and Environmental Justice

Due to potentially adverse impacts to transit bus service, the EiR should analyze the
proposed project's compliance with Title VI and associated Environmental Justice
regulations as stipulated by the Federal Transit Administration (FTA).

In addition, the description of Metro services contained in Section 4.5, Page 10 of the Draft
EIR should indude the following corrections:

1. Metro light rail lines include the Blue, Exposition, Green and Gold Lines. Subway lines
consist of the Red and Purple Lines (heavy rail, not light rail). The Orange and Silver
Lines operate as Bus Rapid Transit (BRT).

MTAjooks .forwardto reviewing the Final EIRandh igh Iyrecom men dsproject revisions
designedto.alh=v:iate.~icycle and.pedestriansafety concerns asvvell as maintain effective
tr(ll'lsit~u~::;etyic:eOPE!rations. If you have any questions regarding this response, please
contact me at 213-922-2836 or by email athartwells@metro.net. Please send the Final EIRto
the following address:

MTA CEQA Review Coordination
One Gateway Plaza MS 99-23-2

Los Angeles, CA 9001'2-2952
Attn: Scott Hartwell

Sincerely,

...........

Scott Hartwell
CEQA Review Coordinator, Long Range Planning



Fwd: My Figueroa/Express Lanes Adams Flyover

Michelle Mowery <michelle.mowery@lacity.org> Wed, Feb 13,2013 at 1:54 PM
To: lim Fremaux <tim.frem·aux@lacity.org>, DalAd Somers <dalAd.somers@lacity.o,rg>, Wendy Lockwood
<wl@siriusemkonmentar.com>, Nathan Baird <nate.Baird@lacity.org> '"

FYI, dlscussion?

-- Forwarded message --
From: George Chammas <george.chammas@dotca.gov>
Date: Wed, Feb 13, 2013 at 8:06 AM
Subject: My Figueroa/Express Lanes Adams Flyover
To: jesus. escamilla@lacity.org, pauline. chan@lacity.org, tim. fremaux@lacity.org, paul. meshkin@lacity.org, bill. shao@lacity.org,
Andranik Arzumani an <andranik. arzum antan@dot.ca.go\l.'", k han_hossein@dot.ca.gov, mccunek@melro,net,
verej.janayan@lacity.arg, michelle.mawery@Jacity.arg, Mirna Dagher <mirna.dagher@dot.ca.gov>, albert_a3ndraos@dot.ca,gov
Cc: Yunus Ghausi <yunus.ghausi@dot.ca.gov:>

Hi,

We have reviewed the transportation and traffic report (draft) for the "City of Los Angeles 2010 Bicycle Plan" and we concur with the
report conclusion as stated below:

The results ofthe traffic analysis and corresponding AM and PM peak hour LOS and delay are presented in Table 4.5-5. The results indicate
that under the project condition, 44 intersections would operate at LOS D or better in the ANIpeak hour and 37 intersections would operate
at LOS D or better in the PMpeak hour. During the AMpeak hour; 15 Intersections would operate at LOS E and 40 would operate at LOS F.
In the PM peak hour, these numbers would increase to 19 intersections operating at LOS E and 43 operating at LOS F.

Per significance thresholds presented in Table 4.5-4, above, 63 intersections would have potentially
significant impacts during the AM peak hour and 71 intersections would have potentially significant impacts during the PM peak hour.
Intersections with potentially significant impacts are shaded.

T~9)§.1;4t§•.8§I!fW.·.·sh6wsthats:}FiguetbatraVeI••..timeWilrbe···ifhpact€d.sl~nifical'ltrY:lll~· ..a~rag~travel.·"d~laY)doitg.••~ ••••mguer6a·••·•·····
aCC;9rcli~g.•.toTal:llei1.~··.1f\Inlb~·.·atot~ljnCrease.oft950 •.sec, •..(32 inil1Utes}duringAMpeakhouranda tOtal li'lcteaseof1,3 14$eC,(22·····
mjb~tEls}d,UringI?MpEl<lklJ()l1r: . . .'

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Change Change

Delay in Delay Sig Delay in Delay Sig
study Intersection/a! LOS (sec) (sec) Imooct LOS (secl (sec) ImpactNo. Street

Exhibit #15
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1)/1 A 11 'l

49 8th St C 24.9 -0.7 NO F 109,2 -26:1 NO
tso OlYmoic Blvd F 287.8 260.8 YES F 159.2 137.9 YES~ Ptco Blvd" .' F 260)) 243.'1 '17112 ····YES~ YES F l57.4

~ Venice Blvd F 332 309.2 YES F 294 254.4 YES
~

'lathS! F 347 335.(J YES F 187.5 178.1 YES
54 s. Figueroa WashinQton Blvd F 474.9 332.7 YES F 334.6 267.9 YES

~ St 23'" St F 85.5 72.3 YES E 76.4 60.B YES
"56 Adams Blvd r 1672 134.8 YES F 96.4 57.8 YES~
--4- Jefferson Blvd l- '120.5 76.8 YES F '13l'1 92.2 YES

r- .,. ~. ~ ",""'r. ........ .-. ..,. "I-- ... r- ....... r ...-."'" -. .~-"" .... , ,r---'
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59
..Martin Luther King
. Jr Blvd .

These changes would cause the project to result in potentially significant impacts at the
fa llow ing ten intersections:
• intersection #50; S. Figueroa Street/Olympic Boulevard (AM and PM)
• Intersection #51: S. Figueroa Street/Pica Boulevard (AM and PM)
• intersection #52: S. Figueroa Street/Venice Boulevard (AM and PM)
• Intersection #53: S. Figueroa Street/l Stn Street (AM and PM) ,,~
• Intersection #54: S. Figueroa Street/Washington Boulevard (AM and PM)
• Intersection #55: S. Figueroa Street/23rd Street (AM and PM)
• Intersection #56: S. Figueroa Street/Adams Boulevard (AM and PM)
• Intersection #57: S. Figueroa Street/Jefferson Boulevard (AM and PM)
• Intersection #58: S. Figueroa Street/Exposition Boulevard (AM and PM)
• Intersection #59: S. Figueroa Street/Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard (AM and PM)

Summary
In conclusioll,ttIf!3PfOject lM)uldhave potentialfYslgniffcanlim#actsat 63 itiferSectldns di.Jring the AM pi'Jak
hq~r<1rd71Jntt;lr.>ections during thePMpeak bour,.·.Thisrflaycause some locaith'ps. to diVert toa/temale
routes,potentia.llyc;fjusing ImpactsonadjacentteSidentiafstreets. While many of the special event facilities
in the v{cinity of project bicycle routes lM)uld generate trips outside of the peak hours potentially affecting
traffic during non-peal( period, some sports events start immediately after the PM peak period anr;JtlJE!P{Oject
1fIOuk1.aggr<:iva.ft(thecongestionon affectedroEidlll!ayson game/event. days; WithOi.Jt mitigation, .the proposed
projE!stW?ulcire.$lJ~Jn signifioant (mpaots re/~ted to the oirCulation system on game/event days.

SIGNIFICANCE OF IMPACTS AFTER MITIGATION
Implementation of Mitigation Measures T1 through T4 lMJuld potentially reduce oongestion on impacted

intersections; ho~ver, the degree to Wlich~ignl3l()ptifT/i7!3ficmancJTPlvIlJ1X)lJldrnitifJ!3teJntl3o/eftiRn< ............•...........•....•..•...•..
congestion is uncertain at. this. time '. 1J~.~r~f9ie,;theptoJect'sJmpactstouaflici;jit;ufatiort:lJ!lol1jdremrain·
if.~tt(Jtiall¥sJ9!Jific;~rrtalJ.q.f#h~Y9id<:1.bl'?1j0~ver; wth increased availability of transit and increased
connectillify ofbicyCtelane~,· it is anticipated that reductions in vehicle trips !Mil occur that have not been
accounted for in this EIR. Thus, the analysiS presented above is a conse/V8tive case analysis vithout faking
into account increased mode share of other modes as is anticipated to happen in order to comply vJth State,
regional and City sustainabiJity programs. Impacts are still anticipated to be significant but less than
presented herein.

:DJ~r~p~hh$sf<iit~cftoniiti9kt@th~.isi~hlfi6antiM~~6t~slhdi¢at~cli$b()~:Thereport·should.·halJe.propoRed ..differentaltcematiYeSto
ha~lces§ ...iI]PI:ir;;tol1. regiqn<ll...roaclvlaysyptern.·. intl1e areaandInsqru::wn~l"\c~.~Ith. CEQfJl\lr::PA.guidelinelj, •.Other, altemati'.es··may
ha'<lallessil1ipacttoiri1otorist~arclregicinaltrafficopeiration [n the area; ... ....

Wa.re.commeihdthat·thetTallsp<:lttationand trafficieport tope··re'Viseidto indudealtematiwswitti I~s impadonto regional traffic
operatiOn in the area,

Thank you

~~()t9~.¢h~MrTl~~··...
pfficeon rafficli1\-esiigation ..'

..(;aliforhiabep~rttrl~~t()f +rahs~oJtsti()~
100 South Main Street, M-15
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Telephone: (213) 897~3355
Fax: (213) 897-0044

Michel/e. /!If owery
Sr. Bicycle Coordinator

City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation Bicycle Program
100 S. Main Street, 9th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90012
(213) 972-4962
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~
Page 4.5·21 (Table 4.5-5), delay and LOS for intersections along S. Figueroa as follows:

Figueroa Streetscape Project Final EIR

No.

49

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Delay Change in Sig Delay Change in
(sec) Dc!!!L_ I~~ LQS~~ sec I?~_

M,9 20.9 1~NO F ~~~:~ -;~:i
Sig

~'!EL_
NO
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Page 4.5-28, in Table 4.5-6, South Figueroa Street from 21st Street to Venice Boulevard (adjacentto a
number of car dealerships) an additional 20 to 30 spaces could be lost by the Proposed Project, which
was revised to decrease delay as compared to the original design evaluated in the Draft EIR (See
Changes Since Publication of the Draft EIR in the Introduction). The Draft ElR stated that the Proposed
Project would result in a maximum additional loss of 11 spaces from 23rd Street to Washington
Boulevard, 8 spaces from Washington Boulevard to 18th Street, 12 spaces from 18th Street to 171h Street
for a total of 31 spaces in this stretch of S. Figueroa Street. The Proposed Project, as revised, would
result in loss of an additional 20 to 30 spaces, for a total loss of parking on S. Figueroa of 150 to 160
spaces as compared to the total loss of 130 spaces shown in Table 4.5-6. Table 4.5-6 is revised to show
this change. Such loss of parking would not substantially add to impacts shown in the Draft Em...

Page 4.5-28 is revised to read: S. Figuero .tre'etNy.lhich is a major commercial street, would also have a
substantial amount of parking loss (.go 0 spaces) d e to the project.

Study Area
Affected Parking Hours

N/W Side SIE Side

S. Figueroa St.
I ornmercial/No

uses between
..18th St and nIh

1l

Martin Luther King
Blvd to Expositio

Blvd ff---------:--:::;--.::..:.::-=--:--1+-.-1--.---.
Jefferson Blvd td,

Adams Blvd I

All Day except for
AMfPM ;;eaks(l)-23

All Day except for-~ All Day excel)t for
PM Peak(l) AM Peak I)

/Commercbl

23' St to 20 se All 23' St to 20 St: All
Day except for PM Day except for AM
Peak(i)~20ih SHO Peak(i); 20th Stto

.l,-Vf\s~1v417th Washington Blvd:
~; All Day exct:~ _ 9AM ..3PM; _

..38
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